GREEN RIBBON OPEN SPACE COMMITTEE
Recap of megtingon July 1, 1999

Member sin attendance: Carole Bdlew, Dick Brown, Martha Eddison, Bunmi Fatoye-Matory, Jossph Grass,
Fran Magroianni, David McGowan, Beth Rubengtein, Albe Smenas Anne Strong, Aaron Spira, Robert Winters,
Fred YdourisCity Saff: LisaPeterson, Carlton Hart, Suart Dash, Paul Ryder

Beth welcomed the committeeto the meeting and briefly explained thet tonight’ s meeting would beginto cover the
topic of park typesasestadlished by the Nationd Recregtion and Parks Assodation and continue the discusson of
the acquigtion ariteria She sad that the discusson would focus on severd typesof parks tot lots, neighborhood
parks community parks large urben parks and school parks These park typeswere explained further inthetables
and other documents handed out a the medting. Thereweredso large mgps around theroom thet

showed the geogrgphic location of each park typeinthecity.

TotLots

Stuart then beganto explainthe 5 park type mgpsand he began with tot lots He explained that thismep located dl
of thetot lotsthe ity induding thoselocated within larger parks Some of thesetot lotslike Hurley Park and
Coope Pak were srdler while somewerewithin larger parkslike Danehy and Donndly Hdd. Stuart explained
that the netiond Sandards suggested that each park should bewithin awaking digance of aquarter mile. The
committee membersfdt that they would walk aguarter mileto atot lot and thought thet it was an gopropricte
digancefor Cambridge. Stuart then sad that the aity looked to bewel served by tot lotsand thet the only aress
thet didn't fal withinaquarter mile of atot lot werein west Cambridge (intersection of Huron and Concord),
around the RussHll Hdd areq, and around Porter Square

Neighborhood and Comnunity Parks

The neighborhood park and community park meps continued with the netiond Sandardstypology, athoughas
described, these gandards are not aperfect fit with usesa Cambridge parks: The neighborhood park netiond
gandardsgenerdly cdl for apark 9ze of 5-10 acres, quarter mileto half milewalking redius, informd recregtion,
limited programmed use and aprimary user who lived in dose proximity. Stuart noted thet the handbook onthe
netiond Sandards encourages each community to dter the fandardsto better reflect whet washgppening intheir
community. Hedso sated thet by examining the mepsthat identified the neighborhood category of park typeone
could beginto seewhere potertid undersarved aesswere. He pointed out the quarter mileand haf milewaking
radius shown on the mgp and how much of the aity was covered if the half milewalking radiuswasnoted. The
Mid Cambridge, West Cambridge and Agassiz Neighborhoodsdl hed Sgnificant ggpsin coverage dong withthe
Porter Square and North Mass Ave aresswhen onejudt took into acoount the quarter mileradius Suart noted
that whileit isexpected thet one canwak to aneghborhood park, acommunity park isintended to be used by two
to three neighborhoods

Martha Eddison ft thet ahaf-milewasalong way to go to vist aneighborhood park. Other committee members
agread. Othersfdt that JAK Park on Memorid Drive wasanaghborhood park used by many resdents There
wasds0 adiscusson concerning Donndly Held, Gore Stregt Park, Russdll Hdld, Sennott Park and Kingdey Park
a Fresh Pond Resarvation. Committee membersfdt that Gore Streat should be considered aneighborhood park
while Russdll Hdd and Kingdey Park are community parks. It wasnoted thet Russdl Field doe not have atot ot
but isdueto get oreinitsupcoming renovation. Senott Park and Donndly Held were thought to bebet Ieft in
both categories asthey function in more then oneway for different usars Robert Winters commented onthelack




of active use oecein Mid-Camlridge. He dated thet Library Park isthe only park large enough to have active
usssinthisareaof theaty and thet it waan't enough. Public trangportation was dso indicated on these meps asnot
dl pak usrsdrivecars. Only buslineswith no more then tenrminute heedway (or wait time) were induded onthe
megp because waiting longer for abus may predude meny people from using thismodeto reach apark degtination.
The only mgpswith the busroute induded were the neighborhood, community and large urben park mgps

LargeUrban Parks

Thediscusson concarning the large urben park category of parksinduded adiscusson of Danghy Park and Fresh
Pond Reservation and whether or not to indude the Charles River Resarvationinthiscategory. Some committee
membersfdt it definitdy should be induded while othersfet some of it was not usable Space and thet only cartain
sections should beinduded. They dl agread thet it should be categorized as an open Soace resource, they werejust
unsurewhich category it best fit.

The committee then talked about the dementary schoolsand thair nesd to have open Space associated with them
Severd schools hed little or no open space assodiated with it and the committee fdlt like these schools needed to be
ahigh priority.

Findlly, the committee continued their discusson of criteriafor acquiring open goece. |deasranged from
egablishing more public/private agreementsfor the use of land and trying to buy open gpacein dose proximity to
other exigting city-owned open spece, to taking advantage of underutilized small oacesand acting quicker when
an opportunity presentsitsdf.

Therewasabrief discusson of workplan and the question was asked when this process will be complete. Beth
ansvered thet it should befinished by December 1999, Marthadso asked about subcommittee work and if thet
would teke place. Beth, answvered yesit would probelly heppen sooner rather then later and thet wenesded asa
group to get to acertain point 0 wedl new what wewanted to accomplish. The committee decided to meet
throughout the summer.

The next mesting topic will be park usesand it will take place on July 15", & 7:00 pm inthe CDD conference
roomagan.



